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PHILOSOPHY 


A. PHILOSOPHY 200 


Philosophy 200 Staff 
Introduction to Philosophy 


Calendar Description: 
A consideration of major problems in Philosophy and types of answers 
given to them. This course is a prerequisite for any further courses 


A General Remark: 


Though all questions and statements appearing on the quest-— 
ionnaire were concerned with the particular course being evaluated at 
the time, a great many comments were received which were of a depart- 
mental nature. Thirty one per cent of these comments were critical 
of the Philosophy 200's. The major improvement suggested was an ex= 
panded presentation in the General Calendar: sections listed by pro- 
fessor, requirements, and outlines of aims and material covered; stu- 
dents permitted to choose their own professor and section. An expan- 
ded calendar presentation of the type asked for has appeared in the 
calendar since 67-68 for what had been Theology 101 (corresponding 
to Philosophy 200, in the respective departments). Though these "F" 
(Freshman) Theology courses do not pretend to be similar to each 
other, the Philosophy 200's do. The evaluation results of the var- 
ious sections indicate that this is hardly the case. For these rea- 
sons, it appears that an expanded Calendar presentation is definitely 
required. 


Note: We regret that the courses offered by Professors McNamara, 
Joos, Reidy, and Park are not available, in the critiqes fol- 
lowing, as we could not evaluate these last year. Professors 
Cavanaugh, Flynn, and O'Neill are new to the department this 
year, and so there is no information concerning the courses 
they will be offering this year. 


PHILOSOPHY 
B. GUIDE TO NEW COURSES 


Note: The following courses were not offered last year, and hence 
could not be evaluated. Under each course are courses listed 
which were offered last year by the same professor. Check- 
ing their evaluations well give you some idea (though not an 
exact one) of what the professor should be like. The courses 
listed can be found in section C. and D. 


Philosophy 305 Analytic Philosophy C. Gray 
-see Phil. 311; 326. 


Philosophy 307 Introduction to Existential 
Phenomenology G. Beretta 
-see Phil. 310; 325. 


Philosophy 308 Philosophy of Living Things B. Cavanaugh 
-Professor new this year, hence no information available. 


Philosophy 309 Philosophy of Education HoH. Lau 
-see Phil. 312; 322. 


Philosophy 321 Philosophy of Man B. Cavanaugh 
-last year called "Philosophy of Human Nature" and given by 
JeP. Doyle. As the professor has changed, and this year's 
is new, there is no information available that is relevant 
to this year's course. 


Philosophy 331 Philosophy of Man C. Gray 
-see Phil. 326, which is actually the same course. 


Philosophy 410 Philosophy of History R.C. Hinners 
-given by E. Milne last year, who has left Loyola. 
-see Phil. 318; 423. 


Philosophy 426 Death as a Philosophical Problem JeD. Morgan 
-see Phil. 324; 415. 


PHILOSOPHY 
C. COURSE CRITIQUES - THIS YEAR'S COURSES. 


Philosophy 314 J.-P. Doyle 
Ethics 

Calendar Description 

A consideration of principles underlying moral evaluation, with refer- 

ence to classical and other positions. 


Students! Critique 20 replies, out of a possible 50. Unless other- 
wise specified, the number of responses to a 
given category on any question will be that 
number out of 20. 


1 Philosophy Major (the only one to answer this question) rated the 
previous preparation in Philosophy for this course as mediocre. Stu- 
dents found that they read 3 hours or less per week on the average for 
this course, with one essay or term paper required. The text was the 
most useful (7 most, 5 very) aspect of the course, followed by supple- 
mentary readings (5 most, 2 very), but 7 students found these least 
useful. Lectures were not useful for the rest (8 of 10). ‘The one 
essay was appreciated by those with high academic standings (75% or 
over, 3 of 4), but of little use to the average students (s Of 22). 
The class was split on the value of questions and in-lecture dis- 
cussions: 5 found them useful, 9 not useful. 3 comments of the 13 
submitted asked for more essays and student participation to get class 
involved with the course. 


The professor was organized in his presentation according to some (9) 
but not to others (6). 8 of the 13 comments stated that he was poorly 
organized, and jumped from topic to topic. Philosophy majors, and 
non-majors with high academic standings (75% or over), found that he 
had communicated the requirements of the course very well (8 of 11), 
but the non-majors of average academic standing did not think so (6 

of 9). The class was split evenly on his effectiveness at communica- 
ting verbally: 10 found him very effective, 10 ineffective. He was 
very poor (6 positive, 4 indifferent, 10 negative) at answering stu- 
dent questions, and most ineffective at promoting student participa- 
tion (4). 4 comments (of 13) stated that there was little communi- 
cation students and professor, 3 that the lectures tended to be rather 
incoherent, and 3 that he assumed too much philosophic background on 
the part of the students. 


Philosophy 315 J.G. McGraw 
Philosophy of God 


Calendar Description 

The question of natural knowledge of God and the problems attendant 

upon it. 

Students’ Critique 19 replies, out of a possible 27. Unless other- 
wise specified, the number of responses to a 
given category on any question is that number 
out of 19. 


A Philosophy major rated the previous preparation in Philosophy for 
this course as adequate (the only one to answer this question). Most 
students (11) found that they read 3 hours or less per week, but 6 
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read from 4 to 5 hours per week, on the average. There were no 
essays or term papers, but 4 exams or quizes covering each section. 
Lectures were the most useful (13 most, 6 very) aspect of the 
course, followed by texts (7 most, 5 very), but supplementary 
readings were not too important (9 find them a little useful, 9 
useless). Questions and in-lecture discussion are moderately 
useful (8), but 3 find them useless. Half of the comments (4 

of 8) stated that the average student with only a Philosophy 200 
background was not prepared too well for the course, or that it 
should be restricted to Philosophy majors. 


The professor was extremely well organized (14 most, 4 very) and 
communicated the requirements of the course most effectively (12 
most, 5 very), with his verbal communication being otherwise 

very effective (11 most, 6 very). His low point Tot very low) 

is promotion of student participation: 10 fird him very effective, 
9 find him mediocre or ineffective. When student questions do 
arise, however, he answers them very well (8 most, 5 very). 4 

of the 8 comments were enthusiastic about the professor's pres- 
entation, as being excellent, interesting, stimulating etc.... 
quite,deep, and fairly difficult. 


Editor's Interpretation 


The professor seems to be an ideal lecturer, organized, interest- 
ing, stimulating and presenting a substantial amount of fairly 
deep material. His style, however, is not conducive to much 
class participation, i.e. the exchange that should happen in a 
class tends to be one-sided in this case. An increase in stu- 
dent involvement would be, we believe, the most important im- 
provement to an already great course. 


Philosophy 318 R.C. Hinners 
Ethics & Society 


Calendar Description 
Classical types and perennial problems of social and political 


philosophy with particular attention to their moral bases and 
consequences; a general consideration of classical concepts of 
legal and moral rules, rights and obligations, authority, the 
state, freedom and justice as exemplified in the writings of Plato, 
Aristotle, Aquinas, Hobbes, Locke, and Mill; a more detailed 
consideration of the notions of history, ideology, social violence, 
technology, and work as practised in contemporary societies and as 
conceived in the writings of Marxist and non-Marxist social 
theoreticians. 


Students' Critique 25 replies, out of a possible 39. Unless 
otherwise specified, the number of responses 
to a given category on any question will 
be that number out of 25. 


8 majors rated their previous preparation in Philosophy for this 
course as about average (of 8). 12 students (of 22) found that 
the course required 3 hours or less reading per week, on the 

average. There were 2 term papers. Lectures were a very useful 
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(8 most, 5 very) aspect of the course, but other areas were not ap- 
preciated as much: texts received mixed reactions (12 positive, 6 
indifferent, 7 negative) as did in lecture discussions (10 positive, 
4 indifferent, 9 negative, of 23). Term papers were fairly useful 
(15) oe not overly so, while supplementary readings were useless (15 
of 22’). 


The Professor: 

The professor was just organized (15) in his presentation of the 
course. His verbal com iunication was very effective (5 most, 10 very) 
as was his communication of the requirements of the course to the 
students (5 most, 8 very effective, though 8 others found him inef- 
fective). He answered students questiofis very well (7 most, 9 very 
effective), but was less effective (17) at promoting student par- 
ticipation. The only thought recurrent in the 17 comments was that 
the ac Sell sometimes rose above the clouds and had trouble getting 
down. (5 


Editor's Interpretation: 
An excellent but very deep course, only for those who have a probing 
interest in philosophy: and society. Radical in a cool and logical 


Waye 


Philosophy 322 H. H. Lau 
Philosophy of Human Knowledge (67-68) 


Philosophy of Knowledge (68-69) 


Calendar Description: 
Study of texts of Plato, Aristotle, Descartes, Berkeley, Hume, Kant, 
and Pierce. 


Students! Critique: 

Twenty replies out of a possible 33. Unless otherwise specified, the 
number of answers to a given category for any question will be that 
number out of 20. 


General: 

Philosophy majors rated their previous preparation in Philosophy for 
this course as most (2) to very (3 of 7) adequate... Half (9 of 17) 

the students found that they read 3 hours or less per week for the 
course on the average; the other half (8) read 4 to 5 hours per week. 
Students didn't agree on the written papers required: there were 1 

or 2 term papers and/or 1 or 2 essays. Texts were the most useful 

(9 most, 9 very) useful aspect of the course, followed by lectures 

(9 most, 2 very). Questions and in-lecture discussion were also very 
useful (7 most, 4 very, of 17). Supplementary readings received mixed 
reactions: nine found them fairly useful, nine useless (of 19), as did 
essays (6 useful, 4 indifferent, 8 useless). 


The Professor: 
The professor was very well organized (10 most, 5 very effective) and 
his communication of the requirements of the course to the students was 
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generally effective (18). He was fairly effective (13) at answering 
student questions, but not overly so; he was more effective (4 most, 

9 very) at promoting student participation, and likewise effective 

at verbal communication, though in both cases 7 students found him 
quite poor. There was no common idea or suggestion in the eleven com- 
ments received. 


Philosophy 324 JeD. Morgan 


Ethics 


Calendar Description: 

Questions in moral evaluation of human conduct. A consideration of 
the history of ethics, with special emphasis on Aristotle. The ap- 
plication of moral positions to comtemporary problems, especially the 
problems of civil disobedience, capital punishment, and sexual exper- 
lence. 


Students! Critique: 38 replies. Unless otherwise stated, the num- 
ber of responses to a given category on any 
question will be that number out of 38. 


Seventeen students (of 33) found that they read 4-5 hours 
per week for this course, while twelve read 6—7 hours, on the aver- 
age. There was one optional essay to which students reacted indif- 
ferently or negatively (26 of 28). The lectures were the most useful 
(23 most, 14 very) aspect of the course, followed by texts (15 most, 
21 very), but supplementary readings received a split response (14 
positive, 14 negative). Questions and in-lecture discussions were 
very useful (26). Ten on the 17 comments received found the work 
load above average, and called for a reduction. 


Professor Morgan was most effective (21 most, 12 very) at 
organization of the material of the course, and outstandingly rated 
in communicating verbally (29 most, 6 very). His ability to answer 
student questions and promote student participation was also highly 
rated (33, 31 respectively). With all these points in his favour, 
hewever, his low point was communicating the requirements of the 
course to the students. 


Editor's Interpretation: 

The reading load is heavy, making well-informed discussion possible, 
but could no doubt be reduced somewhat without harming the course. 
From certain key comments it appears that Prof. Morgan often promotes 
discussion by antagonistic remarks that provoke reactions from the 
class. This is appreciated, as it gets the students involved, but 
the professor sometimes carries this antagonism into his marking. 
Generally an excellent course, if one doesn't disagree too much. 
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Philosophy 325 A. Beretta 
Philosophy of God (67-68) 


Philosophy of Religion (68-69) 


Calendar Description: 

(None given in Calendar 67-68, but the following from 68-69 ) 

A detailed study of excerpts from philosophers representing the major 
attempts to give a proof of the existence of God (Plato, Anselm, Des- 
cartes, Kant and some contemporary authors). A discussion of influ- 

ential forms of Atheism. 


Students! Critique: 16 replies out of a possible 32. Unless other- 
wise specified, the number of answers to a given 
category on any question is that number out of 
16. 


Hleven Philosophy majors rated their previous preparation 
in Philosophy for this course as follows: 4 very adequate, 3 average, 
4 inadequate. Ilalx the students found 4-5 hours reading per week re+ 
quired for the course, on the average. ‘There was one required term 
paper. Texts were the most useful (5 most, 10 very) aspect of the 
course, followed by lectures (6 most, 7 very). Neither the term paper 
nor the in-lecture discussions were too useful (7 of 13, 8 of 12 res- 
pectively) and supplementary readings were useless (11,of 14). Half 
the comments stated that Philosophy should not be compulsory, a simi-+ 
lar situation as in Prof.Beretta's 200 course; three of the remaining 
comments stated that the course was generally dull. 


The professor was very effective (5 most, 9 very) at organ- 
ization of the course material, and at communicating the requirements 
of the course to the students (5 most, 7 very). He was fairly effec- 
tive (12) at communicating verbally and answering student questions, 
but only barely (10) effective at promoting student participation. 


Editor's Interpretations: 

The professor seems to support the idea that students should have the 
freedom to take Humanities other than Philosophy. This is a very 
worthwhile cause, but a certain amount of disinterest or resignation 
on the part of the students towards his course may originate in this 
idea. In any case, the professor could try to increase participation 
and involvement in spite of the restricting circumstances. 


Philosophy 326 re 
Philosophy 331 (68-69 C. Gray 


Philosophy of Man 


Calendar Descriptions: 

(None given in 67-68 Calendar, but the following for Phil.331 in the 
68-69 Calendar ) 

The place philosophy holds for man studied via the traditional pro- 
blem outline (Human life, faculties, and direction) supplemented by 
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scientific studies and original philosophers. 


Students! Critique: 16 replies out of a possible 31. Unless other- 
wise stated, the number of replies to a given 
category on any question will be that number 
out of 16. 


Nine Philosophy majors rated their previous preparation in 
Philosophy for this course as fairly adequate (4) or not too ade- 
quate (5). Thirteen (of 14) students found that about four hours 
reading per week was required, on the average. There were ten week- 
ly page-long essays required. lectures were very useful (7 most, 5 
very) for the proper learning of the course material, as were texts 
(6 most, 4 very), but supplementary readings were useless (10, of 
14). The page-long essays were quite useful (12, of 15), but the in- 
lecture discussions which followed them were appreciated more Eh ea 


Professor Gray was very well organized (14) in his presen- 
tation and communicated the requirements of the course to the stu- 
dents fairly well (14). He was very effective (12) at communica- 
ting verbally, and his ability to answer student questions was very 
highly rated (10 most, 5 very effective), but he was only moderately 
effective (11) at actual promotion of student participation. 


Editor's Interpretation: 

The page-long weekly essay seems to be a good idea. Perhaps if the 
well-appreciated discussions were promoted more effectively, a good 
course could be improved considerably. 


Philosophy 416 E. Egan 
Aesthetics 


Calendar Description: 

(From the 68-69 Calendar, as none appeared in 67-68) 

The notion of creative art as knowledge, as involved in the creation 
and appreciation of the artifact; taste and value judgment in rela- 
tion to the ethical, religious, and psychological dimensions of art; 
the relationship of creativity and taste to the social and cultur- 
al environments, with critical attention to any dualistic bias which 
would relegate artistic meaning to "mere aesthetics". 


Students' Critique: 9 replies out of a possible 13. Unless other- 
wise stated, the number of responses to a given 
category on any question is that number out of 9 


Students found that 4-5 hours of reading per week were re— 
quired for this course. There were two term papers of essays requir- 
ed. Lectures and texts were equally useful (4 most, 2 very) for this 
course, followed by supplementary readings (5 of 8). Essays received 
mixed reactions (4 very positive, 1 indifferent, 4 rather negative) 
as did in-lecture discussion (3 positive, 3 negative). All nine stu- 
dents submitted comments which are thus more relevant to the evalua- 
tion than in other courses. Six seemed enthusiastic about the sub- 
ject, and regretted the general lack of preparedness of the class in 
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the fine arts. Two asked for more concrete experience of art: pain- 
tings, sculpture, music, movies, by class visits to concerts and mus- 
eums. 


Professor Egan was miserably organized (5) in his lectures 
and five comments asked for more order, but his verbal communication 
was highly rated (3 most, 3 very effective) as was his ability to 
answer student questions (1 most, 4 very effective). The professor 
was quite successful (8) in getting the class involved and participa- 
ting, but the students (7) generally agreed that they weren't sure 
what was actually required for the course. 


Editor's Interpretation: 

Professor Egan has chosen a difficult but important réle to play: 
offering the only course related to fine arts in the cultural back-- 
water of the Loyola Community. This he must cope with as best he 
can. Besides this, his problem seems to be his lack of organization 
and preparedness. A better structuring of the course should enable 
the students to better feel what the course is actually covering and 
where it is heading. Perhaps he can even make the College realize 
that artistic meaning is more than "mere aesthetics", 


Philosophy 424 E. Egan 
Ethics (67-68) 


Moral Philosophy (68-69) 


Calendar Descriptions 

(None in the 67-68 Calendar, but the following for Moral Philosophy 
in the 68-69 Calendar) 

The meaning of situation ethics over against the problem of the moral 
absolute; the religious and metaphysical implications of ethical op- 
tions; the relation of joy to moral wholeness and maturation. A Cri- 
teriology for morals will be sought through an open discussion of 
conerete problems with special attention to sex, violence, and money. 


Students! Critique: 13 replies out of a possible 18. Unless other- 
wise stated, the number of responses to a given 
category on any question is that number out of 13 


Three Philosophy majors rated their previous preparation in 
Philosophy for this course as average (1) to not very adequate (2). 
Students (7 of 10) found that they were required to read three hours 
or less per week, on the average, with two essays required. Lectures 
were the most useful aspect of the course (9), followed by question 
periods and in-lecture discussions (8). Texts and supplementary read- 
ings were significantly not too useful (7) for the course; essays were 
quite useful (7). 


Professor Egan was moderately organized (7) in his presenta 
tion and fairly succesful (11) at communicating the requirements of 
the course to the students. His high points, however were answering 
student questions (8 most, 2 very effective), and communicating verb- 
ally (5 most, 7 very); this helped promote student participation very 
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effectively (7 most, 2 very). 


Editor's Interpretation: 

Professor Egan stresses discussion over texts, oral-aural over 
visual. The very nature of the course (situation ethics) is based 
more on personal descision than most other Philosophies. for this 
reason, a great deal of involvement is necessary on the part of 
the student. 


D. RETURNING PROFESSORS TEACHING NEW COURSES 


Note: See section "B. Guide to New Courses". 


G. Beretta: Phil. 310; Philosophy of Nature and Science. 7 replies. 


Professor Beretta was most effective (5 of 6) at organizing 
his material. Philosophy majors found him excellent (3 of 3) in com- 
unicating verbally, but non-majors were generally indifferent (4 of 
4); in any case, he communicated the requirements of the course very 
effectively ( 2 most, 5 very). On promoting student participation 
the class was split : three found him ineffective (2 most ineffective) 
four were just satisfied. His ability to answer student questions 
when they did come up, however, was very good (6). The one comment 
received called for more class participation. 


C. Gray: Phil.311; Philosophical Psychology. 24 replies 


Professor Gray was very effective (10 most, 7 very) at orga- 
nization of the course material and most effective (10 most, 9 very) 
at communicating the requirements of the course to the students. He 
received mixed reactions as to his actual verbal communication: 7 
found him most effective, 7 were indifferent. Comments complained 
that the professor's explanation of the difficult texts were just as 
complex themselves. He was excellent at answering student questions 
(10 most, 9 very effective), but not as capable at promoting student 
participation (13 satisfied, but 10 wanting more). 


HH. Laus Phil. 312: Philosophy of Human Knowledge. 19 replies 


Professor Lau was moderately well organized (16 of 18) and 
verbal communication was very satisfactory (13) for most (5 were neg- 
ative). He communicated the requirements of the course to the stu- 
dents fairly well (15) and was fairly effective (12) at answering 
student questions, In-—lecture discussion was considered not useful 
by Philosophy majors (3 of 3), but very useful by non-majors; the 
professor was only moderately (17) effective at promoting student 
participation. Exams sometimes questionned on matters not directly 
related to Philosophy (not covered in the texts), but that had been 
covered in the lectures. 
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R.C. Hinners: Phil.423; Marxism and Existentialism. 8 replies 


The professor was moderately well organized (unanimous), and 
communicated the requirements of the course to the students very well 
(5 of 7). He was very effective at communicating verbally (3 most, 

5 very), and generally effective (7) at answering student questions 
and promoting student participation. 


J.G. McGraw: Phil.425; Philosophy of Love 26 replies 


The professor was excellently organized (16 most, 7 very ef- 
fective). His ability to communicate the requirements of the course 
to the students was outstandingly rated (23 most, 3 very effective), 
as was his verbal communication. Comments (6 of 13) mentioned that 
his lectures were interesting, instructive, organized, comprehen— 
sive, etc., but called for more student participation. In this area 
he was only moderately effective (19), though when a question was 
raised, he was quite able and effective (23) in answering . 


